Dear Jin, re %rc Feldman's 0/20/79, Dell 


Q/23/79 


. s * OBOd “ 1 “ d read o f the letter to which he referred in his previous 

_oTc©r, He ire* diat does appear nave indicatod he would notiinndle the case. 

Ay ^ie i^Ikod wliat 1 & said sfas his reason bsc&ise clear* 

He aaid he had little doubt that payment for the books is clear. He rccall-4 

a^nrn 3ai ' d that " f 1 * hat filae 1,aG scored did not pay as ouch of this about" ' 
&5 t <XW as necessary could be applied so there would be no loss. 

„ ““f 1 aaid that ** nothing else was recovered this night nean that I would got 

nothing out o 1 xt and ho dtdn 7 t iixe t±iat* 

s o tills is rchy* % 

Apx^rently a chance to gat what they really owe me, in his judgement, mesne 
nulling t* me. a matter, naturally, being one of those superior hrasans of perfect 
judgement only, a lawyer, he did not discuss with me. 

Shakespeare was close to right. 

ff 11 d ° ^ without too much trouble copies of a couple of the records 

£SL“Si : *“ " S wrltG i e: 4‘ tes i3 «* ^ letter admitting they owe me for the 
. .* is the record of how many they got, as I recall handwritten on a 

gal-sise pan. Aiso the letter to Saga's (Combi J lawyer on the split of costs of 
wig JSn_uguicr case* 

awtMuff *lse you consider worth mentioning In a letter in which in return for 
- , me what -noy ewe on the books and the fee plus interest I waive all other 

claims against them with regard to both books. 

llus any suggo3tions you may have. 


esti 


